318 BUREAU "OF CHEMISTRY. *[Supplement 100,

On December 1, 1919, no claimant havn appeared for the property, m( g-
ment ‘of condenmatzon and forfeiture was entered, ,Lmd it was ovdered by the
comt thet the Dl oduct he desn oyed by the United States marshal,

L. D. BaLn, Acting Seer efary o[ Agr cr’ulture

8483, Misbranding of Texas Wonder. U. S. * * * v, 3 Dozen Botﬂes of
Texas Wonder, Default decrece of condemmnution, forfeiture, and
destruction, (I, & D. No, 11370. I. S. No. 291&-r. 8. No. W-509.)

On September 29, 1919, the United States attorney for the District of Utah,
acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the District Court
of the United States for said district a libel for the seizure and condemnation
of 3 dozen bottles of Texas Wonder, remaining in the original and unbroken
packages at Salt Lake City, Utah, alleging that the article had been shipped
by E. W. Hall, St. Louis, Mo., on or about May 31, 1919, and transported from
the State of Missouri into the State of Utah, and charging misbranding in vio-
lation of the Food and Drugs Act, as amended. The article was labeled in
part: (Bottle) “A Texas Wonder. II. W, Hall, St. Louis, Mo.” (carton)
“# % % The Texas Wonder for Kidney and Bladder Troubles, Diabetes,
Weak and Lame Backs, Rheumatism and Gravel. Regulates Bladder Trouble
_111 Ch1ld1‘en' ” (circular) “* * * Rheumatism and Kindred Diseases,” (testi-
monial of Louis A. Por tner) “x * % Degan using the Texas Wonder for stone
in the kidneys, inflammation of the bladder and tuberculosis of the kidneys
* % % His urine contained 40% pus * * * as still using the medicine
with wonderful results, and his weight had increased * * *2»

Analysis of a sample of the article by the Bureau of (Lhem].stl\ of this de-
partment showed that it consisted essentially of oleoresin of copaiba, rhubarib,
turpentine, guaiae, and alcohol.

Misbranding of the article was alleged in substance in the l;b(l for the reason
that the above-quoted statements appearving on the bottle and carton and in
the {iccompanying .cil.'culavr, regarding the curative and therapeutic effect, were
false and fraudulent, since the article contained no ingredient or combination
of ingredients capable of producing the effects clainved.

On June 20,1920, no claimant having appeared for the property, judgment
by default was entered, and it was ordered by the court that the product be
destroyed by the United States mavrshal.

L. D. BawLr, Acz‘uzr] Sceretary of iJ: iculture.

8486. Misbranding of Milks Emulsion. U, S§. * * * ~. 47 Dozen Large
Bottles and 6 Dozen Small Bottles of Milks Emulsion. Default de-
cree of comdemnation, forfeiture, amd destruction. (I, & D. No.
11372, I. 8., No. 15115-r. 8 No. E-1773.) :

On September 30, 1919, the United States attorney for the Middle District
of Pennsylvania, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in
the District Court of the United States for said district a libel for the seizure
and condemmnation of 43 dozen large bottles and 6 dozen small bottles of Milks
Emulsion, remaining unsold at Williamsport, Pa., alleging that the article had
been shipped by the Milks mulsion Co., Terre Haute, Ind., on or about Febru-
ary 18, 1919, and transported fronr the State of Indiana into the State of Penn-
gylvania, and charging misbranding in violation of the IFood and Drugs Act.

Examination and analysis.of samples of the article by the Bureau of -Chem-
istry of this department showed that it consisted essenitially of petrolatum with
small quantities of glycerin, sirup, and methyl salicylate, and that the quantity
of the contents of the small bottles was 855 ounces and 9 ounces, respectively.



